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existence, and Haileybury was too generally regarded
by them as a pet institution of the Directors, in no
way vital to the prosperity of the Company's Civil Ser-
vice and the Company's government of India. When,
therefore, the Directors' patronage to the Indian Civil
Service was taken away in 1853, no voice was raised
in the Ho^ise of Commons, or among the public, to
save the College, which was regarded as bound up in
some way with the Directors' right of nomination.
The more the College was attacked by the stock-
holders, the more vigorous was the support given
to it by the Directors themselves. They watched
over it with paternal solicitude, in fact, with too
much solicitude for its own good. Until the appoint-
ment of Melvill with full powers they insisted upon
acting as a court of appeal in all things, and in inter-
fering overmuch in details of administration. From
the very foundation of the College, membership on
the College Committee of the Court of Directors was
regarded as one of the chief distinctions. In 1813
a standing College Committee was one of the twelve
created, and, until the renewal of the charter in 1833,
it was always composed of the nine senior Directors
in point of service, with the chairman and deputy-
chairman of the Court. This committee had entire
supervision of all matters connected with the Col-
lege ; it investigated all appeals and complaints; it
appointed the professors and assistants; and it
attended in a body at the College itself on the occa-
sion of the semi-annual visitations. Its clerk through-